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Period fo;^pif^°^^^°™^°™^^^ 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTHfS^ FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION " ''"'^^"^^^ ^^^^ 

status 

1)13 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 22 January 200^ . 
2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)|gl This action is non-final. 

application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
Disposition of Clilms"^ ^'^'^''^ """^^^ ^^"^^ CD. 1 i 453 0^21 3 

4) 13 Claim(s) ^42 is/are pending in the application. 
4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) n Ciaim(s)..,,^ is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim(s) ^42 is/are rejected. 

7) 0 Claim{s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

1 0)0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)U objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a) 

1 1 )□ The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)^ approved b)^ disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) 0 The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

13) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)nAII b)n Some*c)n None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Staoe 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17 2(a)) iManonai btage 

See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(e) (to a provisional application). 
..:.r-i^ 9 """^^^^^^s'^t'O" of the foreign language provisional application has been received 

15) U Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121. 

Attach ment(s) 

1) 13 Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) >.x rn . 

2) □ Notice Of Draftsperson-s Patent Draw ng Review (PTO-948) 5 H '"^'^'^ f "'""'^ (P^O^^^) Paper No(s). 

3) □ informatcn Disclosure S,ate.en,s, (P?ai449) Paper Z) _ . 6) □ ot/r ' "^'^'^'''-^''^^ ^'^^^''^ 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

The rejections of the prior Office Action are withdrawn. 

Double Patenting 

1. Claims 1-42 of this apphcation conflict with claims 1-40 of Application No. 09/806,966. 
37 CFR 1 .78(b) provides that when two or more applications filed by the same apphcant contain 
conflicting claims, elimination of such claims from all but one apphcation may be required in the 
absence of good and sufficient reason for their retention during pendency in more than one 
application. Apphcant is required to either cancel the conflicting claims from aU but one 
apphcation or maintain a clear Une of demarcation between the apphcations. See MPEP § 822. 
2. The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created doctrine 
grounded in public poHcy (a pohcy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the unjustified or 
improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent and to prevent possible 
harassment by multiple assignees. See In re Goodman, 1 1 F.3d 1046, 29 USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. 
Cir. 1993), /„ re Longi, 759 F.2d 887, 225 USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 1985); In re Van Omum, 686 
F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); InreVogeim F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 
1970);and, In re Thorington. 418 F.2d 528, 163 USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1.321(c) may be used to 
overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory double patenting ground 
provided the conflicting application or patent is shown to be commonly owned with this 
apphcation. See 37 CFR 1. 130(b). 
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Effective January 1, 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a terminal 
disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fuUy comply with 37 
CFR 3.73(b). 

The subject matter claimed in the instant appUcation is fully disclosed in the referenced 
copending application and would be covered by any patent granted on that copending apphcation 
since the referenced copending application and the instant appUcation are claiming common 
subject matter, as foUows: "An article/security document and/or device having a smooth highly 
reflective layer. . .a reflectivity of at least 60 gloss units. . .raised printed image having a height of 
at least 10 microns. . .printing image being printed using ink". 

Furthermore, there is no apparent reason why applicant would be prevented from 
presenting claims corresponding to those of the instant apphcation in the other copending 
apphcation. See In re Schneller, 397 F.2d 350, 158 USPQ 210 (CCPA 1968). See also MPEP 
§804. 

Claims 1-42 directed to an invention not patentably distinct from claims 1-40 of 
commonly assigned copending Application No. 09/806,966. 

The U.S. Patent and Trademark Office normally will not institute an interference between 
apphcations or a patent and an application of common ownership (see MPEP § 2302). 

Commonly assigned assignee discussed above, would form the basis for a rejection of the noted 

claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) if the commonly assigned case quahfies as prior art under 35 

U.S.C. 102(0 or (g) and the conflicting inventions were not commonly owned at the time the 

invention in this apphcation was made. In order for the examiner to resolve this issue, the 

assignee is required under 37 CFR 1.78(c) and 35 U.S.C. 132 to either show that the conflicting 
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inventions were cormnonly owned at the time the invention in this application was made or to 
name the prior inventor of the conflicting subject matter. Failure to comply with this 
requirement will result in a holding of abandonment of the appUcation. 

A showing that the inventions were commonly owned at the time the invention in this 
apphcation was made will preclude a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) based upon the commonly 
assigned case as a reference under 35 U.S.C. 102(f) or (g), or 35 U.S.C. 102(e) for applications 
filed on or after November 29, 1999. 

3. Claims 1-42 are provisionally rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being obvious over 
copending Application No. 09/806,966 which has a common assignee with the instant 
application. Based upon the earher effective U.S. filing date of the copending application, it 
would constitute prior art under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) if published or patented. This provisional 
rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) is based upon a presumption of fixture publication or patenting 
of the conflicting application. 

This provisional rejection might be overcome either by a showing under 37 CFR 1. 132 
that any invention disclosed but not claimed in the copending application was derived from the 
inventor of this application and is thus not the invention "by another," or by a showing of a date 
of invention for the instant apphcation prior to the effective U.S. filing date of the copending 
apphcation under 37 CFR 1. 131. For applications filed on or after November 29, 1999, this 
rejection might also be overcome by showing that the subject matter of the reference and the 
claimed invention were, at the time the invention was made, owned by the same person or 
subject to an obligation of assignment to the same person. See MPEP § 706.02(1)(1) and § 
706.02(1)(2). 
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4. Claims 1-42 are provisionally rejected under the judicially created doctrine of 
obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-40 of copending 
Application No. 09/806,966. Although the conflicting claims are not identical, they are not 
patentably distinct from each other because the instant apphcation only differs by explaining yet 
another property/properties that is/are naturally present since the claimed ink is the same as in 
the copending application. This is a provisional obviousness-type double patenting rejection 
because the conflicting claims have not in fact been patented. 

Response to Amendment 
Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-42 have been considered but are moot in view of 
the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

5. The prior art made of record and not rehed upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. USPN 5,449,200 to Andric et al. teaches how ink may be visible and invisible and 
how ink is effected via reflected hght. USPN 6,294,267 to Benoit teaches security documents 
with ink properties such as gbss. USPN 6,505,779 to Power et al. teaches security documents 
having ink hidden from reflected light. USPN 5,964,936 to Reisser teaches Eckart-Werke Gold- 
Bronze aluminium pigments having excellent shine/gloss. USPN 4,033,059 to Hutton et al. 
teaches using intagho ink on a security document. USPN 6,098,546 to Schell teaches a method 
and device for security printing teaching printing heights greater than 10 microns. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tamra L. Dicus whose telephone number is (703) 305-3809. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 7:00-4:30 p.m, alternate Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Cynthia Kelly can be reached on (703) 308-0449. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 746-8329 for regular 
communications and (703) 872-931 1 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308-0661 . 
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